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torial power; but there would be nothing objectionable
in the proviso that, if it should ever be necessary to
defend the canal from attack, the land operations that
might be required should be confided to their army.
Such a stipulation would remove that dread of the occu-
pation of the isthmus by the troops of any European
power, which seems so important a factor in the calcu-
lations of American diplomacy; while at the same time
it would not give rise to any jealousy, since the soldiers
of the Union would be present with the assent of all
the guaranteeing states.

In order to facilitate an amicable agreement might
not the British Government offer to meet the Cabinet
of Washington half-way ? The Clayton-Bulwer Treaty
has been from the beginning an ill-fated document It
has given rise already to two controversies; and it is as
far as ever from settling the questions it was meant to
set at rest. The United States ardently desire to be rid
of it. It is not possible for us to gratify them by
consenting to its abrogation, without at the same time
surrendering the principle that the only means of
neutralizing the Panama Canal legally and efficaciously,
is to bring about a great international agreement be-
tween all the maritime powers ? I think a way to do so
may be found, if President Cleveland will agree to
repeat a proposal made to Lord Palmerston in 1849 by
Mr Abbott Lawrence, the American Minister in London.
He forwarded a copy of the treaty of 1846 between the
United States and New Granada, and invited Great
Britain to join with his country in the guarantee of the
isthmus given by its thirty-fifth article. His proposal
seems to have been overlooked in the course of the
negotiations which resulted in the Clayton-Buhver